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Ex-chief’s 

‘subterfuge’ 

lambasted 

By Larry Green j 

and Rob Warden ( 

The county grand jury rec- 
ommended Monday that for- I 
mer Police Supt. James B. 
Conlisk Jr., a key figure in the 
police spying investigation, be 
cited for contempt. 

Conlisk, according to a 10- 
page petition presented in 
Ciminal Court, tried to ob- 
strucr the grand jury in- 
vestigatiirn with “filibusters” 

: and “subte’.rfuges instead of 
I truths.” . 

The former superintendent, 
now. the department’s' traffic 
chief, appeared four timeis be- 
fore the grand jury- in April, , 
May and June and each time-/ 
“chose to testify to selective v 
knowledge in an attempt to I 
embarrass individuals and de- 
lay the progress” of the in- 
vestigation, the petition said. 

^ THE PETITION cited sev- 
eral examples of Conlisk’s al- 
1 e g e d subterfuges. ' Among 
them: 

• When asked April 10 if he ' 

ever failed to discipline a po- 
liceman he knew had com- 
mitted a burglary, Conlisk 
replied: “These details were- 
usually handled by subordi- ! 
nates.” ' j 

j • When asked April 10, if he 
' ever “approved” or “author- 
ized” burglaries, he replied 
that he did not understand 
“approve” and “authorize.” 

• When asked April 16 about 
his knowledge of burglaries 
committed by police, he re- 
sponded by reading a 1,670- 
word statement. Asked about 
illegal eavesdropping, he read 
a 2,028-word statement. ' 

j • When asked April 10 if he 
i had taken “an oath as a police 
i officer,” he asked to consult i 
; his attorney before answering. 

i • When asked June 11 the ex- i 
i tent of his formal education, { 
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sw.er questions about his 
“present knowledge” without 
reviewing records. 

THE GRAND JURY also 
criticized Conlisk for circulat- 
ing unofficial transcripts of 
part of his secret testimony to 
various persons, including 
other potential grand jury wit- 
nesses. 

I n cover letters accom- 
panying the transcripts, the 
jury alleged, Conlisk falsely 
represented himself as “a spe- 
cial investigator for the grand 
jury.” 

The jury said Conlisk’s con- 
duct was “truly outrageous” 
and obviously was intended to 
impede the investigation. 

Neither Conlisk nor his law- 
yer, John P. Coghlan, could be 
reached for comment. 
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hft' asked to consult his attor- 
ney before answering. 

• He repeatedly refused to an- 



